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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because it is replete with grammatical errors that • 
make some sentences unclear. Examples include: 

a. "Users must ,,be used for different services when changing to different 
services when changing to a different service area" (background of invention 
paragraph 2) 

b. "Hence, it would be trouble to users by the payment method as described 
above" (background of invention paragraph 2) 

c. ".. .which means how to solve the problem of an upstream of consumers, 
otherwise, the other issue of disorder of charging and paying may not be 
discovered, which means the problem of a downstream of consumers does not 
be covered so far" (background of invention paragraph 7) 

d. "Beief Description of the Drawings" should be changed to "Brief 
Description of the Drawings" 

e. ". . and trade in Internet Due to the SIM card being issued by the 
payment and identity system." (page 3 lines 5-6) 

f. "After the bill being paid, the payment and identity system, the wireless 
network ISP and the web store share the service charge (page 4 line 23) 

g. ". . .but the user is only responsible for the payment and identity system as 
well" (page 4 line 27) 
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h. In claim 1, it is suggested to change "...the payment and identity system 
being a role of identification and issuing..." to -...the payment and identity 
system performs the role of identification and issuance of the network interface 
equipment-. 

i. In claim 6 line 2 and claim 7 line 2 it is suggested to change "fix network" 
to -fixed network-. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In claim 10, it is unclear to the examiner what exactly 
is being judged in step 2 and how the leads to a yes or no. A similar problem exists in 
claim 12. In claim 10, it is unclear what is meant by "to be identified" in step 3 and how 
that can lead to passing or failing. A similar problem exists in claim 14. In claim 10, it is 
unclear what step 6 is meant to constitute. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 8,10-14 and 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 7,171 ,460 B2 to Kalavade et al. 

For claim 1, Kalavade et al. discloses a payment system for using a wireless 
network system comprising: 

A wireless network equipment (fig. 2 20) having a network interface equipment 
(see fig. 2 "SIM-enabled NIC") 

A wireless network system (fig. 2 whole figure comprises system) 

A network service system (column 13 lines 30-32 access point/network 
connection in combination with fig. 2 10 CBG server), the wireless equipment being 
connected to the network service system via the network interface equipment and the 
wireless network system (column 13 lines 30-33) 

A payment and identity system (fig. 2 HLR and Billing & Mediation System) 
connecting to a network via the wireless network system and the network service 
system, the payment and identity system being a role of identification (column 13 lines 
1-25) and issuing the network interface equipment (it is an inherent that the provider 
issues a subscriber a SIM). 

Regarding claims 2 and 4, Kalavade et al. further disclose that the terminal can 
be a PDA or laptop (column 9 line 51). 

Regarding claim 5, Kalavade et al. further disclose the network interface 
equipment being a SIM card (fig. 2 "SIM-enabled NIC"). 
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Regarding claim 8, the CBG server can be considered to comprise a WEB-SIM 
gateway and a web authentication server as it performs the tasks of authenticating user 
SIM data. 

For claim 10, Kalavade et al. disclose a payment method for using a wireless 
network system comprising: 

(1) starting to connect to a payment and identity system from a user (column 13 
lines 30-32) 

(2) judging a network interface equipment of the user (inherent detection of SIM 
card in column 13 lines 1-25 as procedure cannot happen unless there is a SIM card) 

(3) to be identified; and going to next step if pass (column 13 lines 18-25 
validating sim data) 

(4) connecting to payment and identity system (column 13 24-25 user now 
connected) and going to step (6) 

(5) assuring the user being not a member of the payment and identity system, 
going to step (6) (column 13 24-25, inherently if terminal is not validated procedure 
terminates and device is blocked from access) 

(6) finishing the method (procedure is complete) 

Regarding claim 11, Kalavade et al. further disclose the network interface 
equipment being a SIM card (fig. 2 "SIM-enabled NIC"). 

Regarding claim 12, Kalavade et al. can further be considered as disclosing this 
limitation as an alternative embodiment deals with a client without a SIM (fig. 1). A 
procedure involving SIM validation would not be followed if there is no SIM. 
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Regarding claim 13, Kalavade et al. further disclose authentication being done 
with EAP-SIM (column 9 lines 30-42) 

Regarding claim 14, inherently if terminal is not validated procedure terminates 
and device is blocked from access (column 13 24-25). 

Regarding claim 16, Kalavade et al. teach an alternate embodiment (fig. 1) 
wherein a UE without a SIM card is forced to download the CBG client and submit a 
password (fig. 1 "password"). This can be considered a traditional web identification 
system for identification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 3, 9 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kalavade et al. in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication'No. 2003/0158722 to 
Lord. 
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Kalavade et al. further disclose the payment and identity system comprising a 
HLR (fig. 2 12) and an accounting authorization server (fig. 2 "Billing & Mediation 
System"). 

For claims 3 and 9, Kalavade et al. disclose all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of the presence of a PSTN as recited in claim 9 and the 
wireless equipment being an IP phone as recited in claim 3. It is inherent that most 
networks are connected at some level to a PSTN. 

However in an analogous art, Lord discloses a system wherein an IP phone (fig. 
3 334) is connected through a wireless network to a PSTN (330). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the 
teachings of Lord into the system of Kalavade et al. The motivation for doing so is the 
well known cost savings associated with making telephone calls through IP phones. 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as claim 9 
8. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalavade et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 7,075,912 B2 Suda et al. 

Kalavade et al. further discloses the wireless network comprising a wireless AP 
(column 13 30-32). 

For claims 6 and 7 Kalavade et al. disclose all the subject material of the 
claimed invention but is silent of the type of network connection. ADSL is a very 
common method of obtaining a network connection. For example, Suda et al. disclose a 
wireless access point that is connected to a network through an ADSL connection (fig. 
2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
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to have the access point of Kalavade et al. use a fixed network connection that is an 
ADSL. The motivation for doing so is the fact that it is a high speed connection that is 
readily available. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nathan Mitchell whose telephone number is (571)270- 
31 17. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. - 
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